Message

From: Weissbart, Erich [fO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E361D2F1F04641E49CA63C81A2E2FAEE-EWEISSBA]
Sent: 4/10/2017 8:01:54 PM

To: Prince, Ruth [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5a11586323c64d109aac63da72d047dd-Rprinc02]
Subject: RE: UCC Institute Groundwater to surface water and sediment risk evaluation for metals report (February 2014}

No. hut Thave acall with thim neg week and Tl bring ttup.

Erich Welssban, PO

Land and Chemieals Division
USEPA Region IH

701 Mapes Hoad

Fort Mende MD 20735

(4103 3032779

wetssbart ertchiepa oy

From: Prince, Ruth

Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 3:58 PV

To: Weissbart, Erich <Weissbart.Erich@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: UCC Institute Groundwater to surface water and sediment risk evaluation for metals report (February 2014)

Got it For the South Charleston ecological, do you have a ballpark when you would need the
review?
Ruth

From: Weissbart, Erich
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 3:54 PM

Subject: RE: UCC Institute Groundwater to surface water and sediment risk evaluation for metals report (February 2014)

|

3 lower priority than Institute. You don thave o review the second. 1
1 free to return the Remedial Approach Report to Lus for the file)

1 didn t know the reports were coming. Definite
didn 't know the titles when Luis asked we but fee

Brich Weisshayt PG

Land and Chemicals Division
USERA Region HI

701 Mapes Road

Fort Meade, M 20753

410y 305277

From Prince, Ruth

Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 3:51 PM

To: Weissbart, Erich < alaghart Belchibions sons

Subject: RE: UCC Institute Groundwater to surface water and sediment risk evaluation for metals report (February 2014)
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Yup - | optimistically have them scheduled for April and May but | think that might be 3 bit foolish
because they 're pretty large.

Speaking of which, Luis just handed me 2 South Charleston reports — Ecological risk assessment of
SVOUs and metals in groundwater, and Upper Mainland Remedial Approach report. 1 know | will
have fo review the Hirst, but the second? And I assume this should be after the remaining Institute
risk assessments?

Ruth

From: Weissbart, Erich

Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 3:41 PM

To: Prince, Ruth <Prinice Ruthifiens oo

Subject: RE: UCC Institute Groundwater to surface water and sediment risk evaluation for metals report (February 2014)

Two down, two to go? Pyl rejected the CMS (they called tta OM Pl today. A fow issues including the fact that the
RFURisk Asscssmont was nover approved, but other things too. Onee vou complete vour roviews, however, 1 can put
thewm on the clock — they are g purmitied site. mcaming we have much meve authonty than i they were just Boiline lead.

Ench Weisshbart PG

Land and Chemicals Division
PSEPA Revion H

701 Mapes Road

Ford Moade, MD 20735

410y 305277
weisshart srichig

ey

From: Prince, Ruth

Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 3:19 PM

To: Weissbart, Erich <Weisshart Erich@iena sovs

Subject: UCC Institute Groundwater to surface water and sediment risk evaluation for metals report (February 2014)

Hi Erich — this report is acceptable except for the Appendix A, Laboratory Reports CD. The CD
should be corrected to include the following:

The CD is missing laboratory reports for:
1. Most of the Table 2 WWTU downgradient groundwater results.
2. All of the 2005 Main Chemical Plant Site sediment results in Table 5.

Ruth
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